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As pointed out last week: John G. Winant, American Ambassador to England during World 
War II, was the American member of the European Advisory Commission which established 
mones of occupation in Germany. Winant, receiving practically no official instructions from 
Washington, because of interdepartmental rivalry there, was controlled by his political adviser, 
George F. Kennan, member of the Council on Foreign Relations — and later by Dr. Philip Mosely, 
yeas} member of the CFR, who succeeded Kennan as political adviser to Winant. 


1 out Thus, the invisible government of the United States set Berlin 110 miles inside the com- 
€ this} munist-controlled zone of Germany without even specifying routes or means of access for the 
S the western powers to get to Berlin. 


This scheme — to isolate Berlin in the communist zone — failed at only one point: the 
city of Berlin (divided into four sectors for four-power occupation by France, England, the 
United States, and the Soviet Union) was so zoned that Tempelhof Airdrome, the one big air- 
port in Berlin, was in the American zone. How did this happen, when every other decision con- 
cerning Berlin served the interests of the Soviets? 


— It was no accident that Berlin was set up as a prime political weapon for the Soviets and a 
perpetual breeder of war scares to justify whatever policies the governments involved wanted to 
pursue. The Berlin ‘situation’ was deliberately planned to serve these ends. And it was no acci- 
dent that ove decision concerning Berlin — placing Tempelhof in the American sector — served 
ion American interests. 


N On man is due the credit for this one pro-American decision: Brigadier General C. P. Cabell ie 
(brother of Earle Cabell, present Mayor of Dallas). General Cabell was Air Force Adviser to Te 
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Winant on the European Advisory Commission. 
The European Advisory Commission’s original 
plan for the zoning of Berlin placed Tempelhof 
in the Soviet sector. When Cabell discovered this, 
he made such strong protest that the EAC rezoned 
Berlin to put Tempelhof in the American sector. 


If it had not been for this timely action by 
General Cabell, we could not even have had an 
airlift to Berlin in 1948-49, when the Soviets 
blockaded the city. 


The Soviet Plan 


Fas ten years after the Berlin airlift, the west- 
ern powers sat, waiting for the Soviets to make 
the next move. Khrushchev made it in 1958. 


On November 27, 1958, the Kremlin delivered 
to our ambassador in Moscow a “note” announc- 
ing, for the first time, official Soviet aims with 
regard to Berlin. The “note” filled approximately 
ten full columns in The New York Times. Nine 
and one-half columns — that is, 95% of every- 
thing in the note— contain nothing but Soviet 
lies and propaganda. About 5% of the text is 
devoted to an announcement of the Kremlin’s 
plan for Berlin. 


The Soviet plan is that West Berlin be declared 
a separate political entity (a ‘free city’). It would 
be completely disarmed except for a minimum 
police force. It would be required to use this 
police force primarily to suppress all anti-com- 
munist activity on the part of its own citizens. 
All foreign troops would be withdrawn — which 
means British, French and American, but not 
Soviet, because Soviet troops are not stationed 
in West Berlin. The government of the ‘free 
city’ of Berlin would be under the general super- 
vision of the United Nations; but the communist 
puppet government of East Germany would con- 
trol all trade and traffic and means of entry into 
the city. The Soviet Union pledged itself to give 
economic aid to West Berlin by trading raw ma- 
terials for manufactured goods. 


That is the Soviet proposal for West Berlin 
specified in the Kremlin note of November 27 
1958. The note specifically says: 


“If this proposal is not acceptable to the Unite 
States Government, there is no topic left for talk; 
on the Berlin question.” 


= subsequent Kremlin statement concem. 
ing Berlin merely reaffirms this basic, inflexible 


plan. 
The Mansfield Plan 


The Soviet Aide Memoire which Khrushchey 
handed President Kennedy at Vienna on June 
4, 1961, is no exception: it restates the Soviet 
position outlined in the note of November 27, 
1958. President Kennedy has subsequently ad. 
mitted as much; yet, the Soviet Aide Memoire of 
June 4, 1961, has not yet been released for full 
publication. 


It now appears obvious that Washington off- 
cialdom did not release Khrushchev’s June 4 note, 
because it bluntly put Washington on notice that 
there is no way to “negotiate” a settlement of the 
Berlin problem except on communist terms; and 
Washington officialdom, without the will o 
courage or brains (or desire?) to do anythin 
else, wanted to prepare the American public fo 
surrender to Khrushchev. 


Note, particularly, that President Kennedy did 
not formally answer Khrushchev’s June 4 note 
until July 17. It could not possibly have taken six 
weeks to prepare the answer, because the answe 
said absolutely nothing new. Why the delay’ 
Observe what happended between June 4 and 
July 17. 


0. June 14, 1961, Senator Mike Mansfield 
(Senate majority leader, Democrat from Mor 
tana) spoke in the Senate, saying: 

“As anticipated by the President, the talks in 
Vienna did not produce any significant change it 


the situation at Berlin .... The situation i 
Berlin is where it was in the fall of 1958 .... 
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lin, ] “If the present positions of the parties con- 
27, | cerned remain unchanged, sooner or later, this 
qisis . - - Will cease to lie dormant... . 


ited | “In these circumstances, we owe it to ourselves 
alk; | 0 examine the position which we have assumed 
with respect to Berlin... . 


“Together with Britain and France, this Na- 
em. | tion is pledged to maintain an allied presence 
cible | in West Berlin and to defend the people of that 
half-city . . . . The Soviet Union intends to with- 
draw from its World War II occupational re- 
sonsibilities in East Berlin and it insists that the 
western powers must do the same in West Ber- 
lin. It proposes to turn over East Berlin to the 
East German authorities . . . . It offers to join 
in a guarantee of a new status for West Berlin 
“* 1 asa free city within that (communist) state (East 
Oviet] Germany) ... . 


chev 


aq.| “These two positions, then, form the substance 

me" of the Berlin crisis . . . . We insist, in effect, on 
0 


the continuance of the status quo in Berlin... . 
The Russians are intent upon changing the 
status qUO.... 


ofi-}| “I do not believe . . . that the way to peace 
note} can be found either in the maintenance of the 
. that} status quo in Berlin or in the change which Mr. 
f the} Khrushchev proposes. A third way may lie in 
the creation of a free city, not in West Berlin 
; alone, but in the creation of a free city which 
ll O} embraces all Berlin — the communist east no less 
than the free western segment .. . . Let this 
ic fof whole city be held in trust and in peace by some 
international authority until such time as it is 
again the capital of Germany. Let the routes of 
access to this whole city be garrisoned by inter- 
nottf national peace teams .. . . Let this interim status 
en stp of free city be guaranteed by the NATO (North 
nswetp Atlantic Treaty Organization, alliance of western 
lelay! powers) and Warsaw-pact countries (an ‘alliance’ 
of communist puppet states with the Soviet 
Union, set up by the Kremlin for propaganda 
purposes as the ‘counterpart’ of NATO). 


“Let Bonn (government of West Germany) and 
Pankow (government of communist controlled 
East Germany) subscribe to this arrangement and 
pay its costs in appropriate shares. Let these 
changes be incorporated in specific written agree- 
ments .... 


“I make these suggestions . . . as one Senator 
. | from the State of Montana, and I make them on 
my own responsibility ....” 


Mansfieta was obviously speaking for the ad- 
ministration. That is why he closed his speech 
by insisting that he was speaking only for him- 
self. A few Republicans accused Mansfield of 
‘sending up a trial balloon’ for the administration; 
and he hotly denied the charge; but that is pre- 
cisely what he was doing. He was testing public 
and congressional reaction to the plan which the 
Kennedy administration will inevitably advance. 


Khrushchev’s ‘free city’ proposal for Berlin 
is a blunt demand that the city be disarmed, 
shackled, and delivered to the communists. When 
first announcing this proposal in 1958, he made it 
clear that the Kremlin will not ‘negotiate’ for 


any other arrangement; and he has not modified 
that stand since. 


Unable, or unwilling, to think of anything 
except to give Khrushchev what he wants, the 


Kennedy administration is moving toward that 
goal. 


The Mansfield scheme is clever. In the first 
place, the Senator makes the Soviet plan sound 
rather reasonable, more sensible than our holding 
on to the status quo. Yet, the Mansfield ‘free 
city’ proposal is, on paper, very different from 
the Khrushchev proposal. 


If we had never had any dealings with com- 
munists and knew nothing about them; if we 
really believed that communists will negotiate in 
good faith and that they will in good faith keep 
the commitments they make — the Mansfield pro- 
posal might even make a little sense. 


But, inasmuch as we have had 28 years 
of experience with communists, and know, 
without any doubt whatever, that they will 
neither negotiate in good faith nor keep any 
agreements that they do make — Mansfield’s 
‘free city’ proposal means surrender to Khrush- 
chev by stages, while creating a paper record to 
exonerate Washington officialdom from blame. 
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The Kennedy Plan 


Uniess an informed and inflamed American 
public opinion forces a change in plans, here is 
what will happen: 


Khrushchev will continue blustering and threat- 
ening and showing Soviet might, while saying that 
he wants to ‘negotiate’ a peaceful settlement of 
the Berlin problem. President Kennedy will con- 
tinue to talk solemnly about standing firm and 
not giving an inch and demanding more sacrifices 
from Americans and spending more money on 
‘defense’ — while saying that he wants to negoti- 
ate a peaceful settlement of Berlin. 


Ureimately, the negotiations will occur — either 
at a ‘summit’ meeting between Khrushchev and 
Kennedy or at a conference of foreign ministers, 
or both. 


Our proposal will be the Mansfield plan 
(under another name). We will make conces- 
sions — the most important of which will be our 
guarantee to keep Western Germany from inter- 
vening in the affairs of Berlin. We will insist on 
the various guarantees which Mansfield mentions, 
but they will be so vaguely worded that they will 
be meaningless. 


Khrushchev will make only one concession: he 
will agree to make the whole of Berlin, and not 
just West Berlin, a ‘free’ city. 


The internationalist propaganda machine in 
America will shrilly proclaim another “victory” 
for our “courageous young President” who “faced 
Khrushchev in hard bargaining sessions’ and, 
with “world opinion” behind him, “forced 
Khrushchev to accept a fair and peaceful settle- 
ment of the Berlin problem.” 


Shortly after terms of this negotiated “victory” 
have been implemented, the communists will seal 
Berlin off tight from the Western world, refusing 
entry even to the United Nations’ “inspection” 
and “patrolling” and “enforcment’ teams which 
will have been provided for in the deal. Khrush- 


chev will then have Berlin on the terms he speci. 
fied in 1958 — with an important gratuity which 
we will have given him: we will be standing as 
policemen to keep West Germans from makin 
any effort to rescue their capital city from the 
reds. 


The internationalist propaganda machine jp 
America will stay in high gear, but will contrive 
a 180-degree turn. It will explain that our courag- 
eous young President did achieve a great Victory 
—which turned into defeat only because the 
communists did not keep their word! The inter. 
nationalists will then demand more taxing and 
spending in America so that we can keep on keep- 
ing on standing firm with the Soviets, in order to 
offer them further concessions elsewhere as a bribe 
to persuade them to keep their Berlin agreements! 


The Great Stampede 


White preparing for this surrender to com- 
munism, the internationalists who run our gov- 
ernment are stampeding Congress and the people 
into permitting the President to assume dictatorial 
power, in the interest of giving him whatever 
he needs for ‘standing firm.” 


President Kennedy’s speech to the nation about 
Berlin, on the night of July 25, 1961, was ac 
claimed by the press as a firm and powerful 
statement; but there was positively nothing in the 
speech to merit any of the praise it received. 


1 President asked for limitless authority to 
create whatever kind of military power he wants 
to create; and the kind he wants is precisely the 
kind we do not need and cannot maintain as 3 
free people, and will do us no good if we are 
ever called upon to defend our own country. The 
President said he wants this power in order to take 
initiative away from the Soviets, but the kind of 
military establishment he is building is designed 
to leave the Soviets not only initiative but supet- 
iority. 

The President is trying to build a defense estab- 
lishment which can best be described as a Seats 
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Roebuck-catalogue type of thing — the ‘customer’ 
being the Soviet Union. The President wants 

und, and other, forces which can be delivered 
to any part of the earth, at any moment, to fight 
wy kind of war that the Soviets might desire at 
that particular place and time. 


D. the Soviets want us to fight some of their 
puppet troops in the jungles of Africa? Our Presi- 
dent wants to be perpetually ready to meet them 
there with the kind of weapons they specify. Does 
the Kremlin want us to fight on the deserts of the 
Middle East? Let Khrushchev tell us when and 
where, and we will deliver our soldiers immedi- 
iately! Or in Europe? Or in Asia? We want to be 
ready to oblige, but we want it clearly understood 
that all such engagements must be /imited, be- 
cause we do not want to risk giving the Kremlin 
offense by leading anyone to believe that we 
would ever let one of these ‘peripheral’ wars 

read to the point of creating danger of war 
with the Soviet Union! 


We are preparing to fight ground wars with 
communist forces anywhere in the world. This 
gives them the initiative, because they decide 
when and where. It gives them superiority, be- 
cause abundance of manpower is one thing the 


[communist nations have in surplus. 


Wat major effort does our President recom- 
mend for defending the Amercian homeland 
against possible Soviet attack? He wants to dig 
holes for the American people to hide in, if the 
Soviets decide to hit us with bombs! 


Rice were very few men in Washington who 
had enough courage and sense to evaluate the 
President’s Berlin speech correctly. One of these 
was John Tower, recently elected Republican Sen- 
ator from Texas. 


Mr. Tower said the Cuban situation is more 
dangerous to us than the Berlin crisis. Tower 
said the President should give Castro an ulti- 


matum: he will return the American airplane 


which his pirates stole, or we will invade Cuba 
and get the plane. 


U. S. Congressman James B. Utt (Republican, 
California) said: 


“If the President had ordered an aircraft car- 
rier or two to sail into Havana Harbor the next 
morning, after the highjacking (of the Ameri- 
can airplane), with orders to move in if Castro 
did not release the plane and passengers forth- 
with, this would have been far more convincing 
than his speech on West Berlin. 


“I am not in the least bit dazzled nor deceived 
by the President's message on Berlin. It was a 
carefully planned and staged political self-serv- 
ing declaration. There is no more crisis in Ber- 
lin today than there was six months ago or six 
years ago.... 


“Since the Cuban fiasco, the President has seen 
his own prestige decline; and he was well aware 
that his domestic legislative program was fast 
being scuttled. In such a situation, a ready solu- 
tion can be found by directing national atten- 
tion to a common enemy in order to unite sup- 
port not only for strengthening our military, but 
to get public support for domestic welfare pro- 
grams.... 


“The President’s school bill had been killed, 
his tax program was floundering on dead cen- 
ter, his basic farm proposal had been killed by 
both the House and the Senate, his medical care 
bill under social security was not even getting 
off the ground. Something had to be done. The 
Berlin crisis filled the bill. 


“The President suggested that this military 
buildup should be paid for by additional taxes. 
The alternative of cutting down on some of 
the pending welfare programs was not suggested 
... + He did not tell the public that one Depart- 
ment of his own administration has been grant- 
ing secret export licenses to ship strategic tooling 
machinery to the Soviet Union and other export 
licenses to permit the shipment of our subsidized 
farm products to bolster the sagging economy 
of our only known enemy. 


“It is a known fact that no country can sup- 
port a war with an internal sagging economy; 
and apparently the Department of Commerce 
wants to make certain that, if the communist 
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bloc does strike a military blow, the economy of 
our enemy will support their military effort.” 


0. July 26—the day after his speech to the 
nation—the President formally requested of 
Congress the increase in defense spending, which 
he had mentioned in his speech. 


On July 28, the Senate unanimously approved. 
On July 31, the House approved by a vote of 
403 to 2. 


i Alger (Republican, Texas) and Eugene 
Siler (Republican, Kentucky) were the two Con- 
gressmen who voted against the requested in- 
crease. Mr. Alger said: 


“Giving the President almost unlimited, dic- 
tatorial powers to draft men may be misinter- 
preted . . . (as meaning that we have changed to 
a policy) of putting out brush fires of the com- 
munists’ choosing . . . . (We should) serve notice 
on the Soviet Union that we are prepared to 
fight for freedom in Cuba, in Berlin, or any- 
where it is threatened, on our terms and under 
our rules and our choice of weapons.” 


0. July 26 (the day after the President’s Ber- 
lin speech) the Senate, by voice vote, passed the 
President’s onmibus farm bill (S 1643). The 
House passed the bill, after making a slight 
change, on July 27. 


On July 27, the Senate, by voice vote, passed 
S 2034, a bill authorizing the President’s plan to 
reorganize the Federal Communications Commis- 
sion (a plan which gives the commission more 
unrestrained power over the broadcasting indus- 
try than it has heretofore had). 


On July 31, the Senate passed and sent to con- 
ference a 9.1 billion dollar appropriation for some 
17 “independent” agencies in the executive branch 
of government. This was 694 million dollars more 
than the House had approved for these agencies. 


0. August 1, 1961 (according to a front-page 
article in The Dallas Morning News): 


“Administration forces—using the Berlin situa- 


tion as a lever—Tuesday pushed President Ken. 
nedy’s long-range foreign aid bill through the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee and scented 
an early complete victory for the legislation. 


“The House committee voted 27 to 4 for a $4, 
355,000,000 (4 billion, 355 million) outlay plus 
a 5-year borrowing program which adds up to 
$8,800,000,000 (8 billion, 800 million). 


“*We will accept no compromise this time,’ 
asserted Chairman Thomas E. Morgan, D.-Pa, 
after his committee approved the bill. ‘The 5. 
year plan is absolutely essential.’ 


“The committee’s action followed quickly after 
a White House breakfast at which Democratic 
congressional leaders assured the President they 
would push for the long-range financing plan.” 


Negotiated Settlement? 


A. a press conference on July 19, 1961, Presi- 
dent Kennedy said: 


“We have never suggested that, in violation of 
international law and earlier Four Power agree. 
ments, we might legally negotiate a settlement 
with only a part of Germany, or without the 
participation of the other principal World War 
II allies.... 


“The United States has consistently sought the 
goal of a just and comprehensive peace treaty for 
all of Germany since first suggesting in 1946 that 
a special commission be appointed for this pur- 
pose.... 


“But the Soviet Union has blocked all progress 
toward. the conclusion of a just treaty based on 
self-determination of the German people and 
has instead repeatedly heightened world tensions 
over this issue.” 


L. an issue of Foreign Policy Briefs dated July 
21, 1961, the State Department said: 


“As in the past, the United States Government 
is always prepared to consider in agreement 
with its allies a freely negotiated settlement of 
the unresolved problems of Germany... . 


“The United States government for its part 
has never contemplated confronting the Soviet 
Union with a fait accompli (accomplished fact). 
It hopes that for its part the Soviet Goverr- 
ment will renounce any idea of taking such 
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gtion .. . . It thinks it necessary to warn the 
Soviet Government in all seriousness of the grave 
dangers of such a course, and to express the hope 
that the Soviet Government will rather aim, as 
does the United States Government, at the crea- 
tion of conditions in which a genuine and peace- 
ful settlement of outstanding problems can be 


pursu 


a statements by the President and the State 
Department say, clearly that: 


(1) we are most eager to negotiate a settle- 
ment of the Berlin problems; (2) we will make 
no settlement unless the Soviets agree to it; (3) 
but we know from past experience that the Soviets 
will agree to no plan but their own. 


Risch as everyone knows the Soviets will 
not agree to any settlement except on their own 
terms, the statements by the President and the 
State Department are proof that they have no plan 
to settle the Berlin question except on communist 
terms. 


An American Plan 


The Berlin problem must be solved soon, not 
because it threatens war (as it does not), but be- 
cause it is serving the purpose for which it was 
created in the first place: to justify whatever pro- 
grams the various governments involved want to 
pursue. 


It sometimes looks as if the Kremlin and Wash- 
ington officialdom are working hand-in-glove to 
deceive the people of both nations, turning the 
Berlin ‘crisis’ on and off to cover up failures and 
to provide excuses for more adventures. 


Besiin will cause a world war only when the 
United States is willing to go to war with the 
Soviet Union to free Berlin from the trap it is 
in. The whole world knows that the United States 
Government will not do that. If we won't de- 
fend our own vital interests against the aggres- 
sive and arrogant actions of communists 90 miles 


from our shores, who on earth believes that we 
are ready to rush across the ocean to defend Ger- 
mans from communists? 


The cold fact of the matter is that we should 
not defend Berlin. This is a job for Germans, not 
Americans. 


oe Germans are an extremely able and pros- 
perous people, who hate communists. They are 
capable of fighting their own war, if war is nec- 
essary to protect them from communism. 


It is inaccurate to refer to the eastern part of 
Germany as “communist Germany.” That part 
of Germany is under coramunist enslavement; 
but the Germans who live there probably hate 


communists more than any other people on earth 
do. 


The uprisings of 1953, and the endless stream 
of refugees fleeing from the communist zone in 
Germany, are proof enough that the communists 
could not hold East Germany without the pres- 
ence of Soviet troops. 


There is enough hunger and poverty and hatred 
of communism in eastern Germany to justify the 
conclusion that even Khrushchev knows he has 
a bear by the tail there. If we would do our part, 
Khrushchev would either turn loose and run; or 
the bear would pull loose and destroy Khrushchev. 


What part should we play? We should do 
exactly what the President and the State Depart- 
ment assure the world they will not do: we should 
present the Soviets with a fait accompli, and an 
ultimatum. 


We should call an immediate conference with 
the governments of France, England, and West 
Germany to explain that America has devoted 16 
years and uncounted billions of dollars to reha- 
bilitating and defending western Europe; that 
Europe is now in many ways more soundly pros- 
perous than we are; that the 180 million Ameri- 
cans can no longer be expected to ruin their own 
economy and neglect the defense of their own 
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homeland for the purpose of assisting and de- 
fending the 225 million people of western Europe; 
and that, therefore, we are through. 


We have no need, at home, for the vast stores 
of military equipment which we now have in 
Europe for the defense of Europe. We will offer 
all of it as a gift to West Germany, since we pro- 
duced the material in the first place for the pur- 
pose of resisting communism, and since the West 
Germans are the only people in Western Europe 
who feel that they are in immediate danger from 
communism and really want to resist it. 


We will give the West Germans (and the 
other western powers) six months to train what- 
ever manpower they want to take over their own 
defenses. At the end of that time, we will pull 
out and devote ourselves to defending America. 


Wits or without the consent of France and 
England, we should sign a peace treaty with the 
government of Western Germany, recognizing it 
as the lawful government of all Germany and 
imposing no restrictions on the sovereignty of 


Germany — that is, leaving Germany free to atm 
as it pleases. 


Immediately following the signing of this 
treaty, we should announce to the world that 
when we pull out of Europe at the end of six 
months, we expect the Soviets to pull out of Ger. 
many entirely. If, within one week after we have 
effected our withdrawal, the Soviets are not out 
— or if they later come back in, against the wishes 
of the German nation — we will instantly brea 
off diplomatic relations with all communist coun. 
tries. We will deny all representatives of all com. 
munist nations access to United Nations headquar. 
ters which are on American soil; and we will 
exert maximum pressures throughout the world 
to isolate all communist countries, economically 
and diplomatically, from all non-communist coun. 
tries. 


That is an American plan, which would solve 
the German ‘problem’ in the interests of peace 
and freedom. 


WHO IS DAN SMOOT? 


Dan Smoot was born in Missouri. Reared in Texas, he attended SMU in Dallas, taking BA and MA degrees 


from that university in 1938 and 1940. 


In 1941, he joined the faculty at Harvard as a Teaching Fellow in English, doing graduate work for the degree 
of Doctor of Philosophy in the field of American Civilization. 


In 1942, he took leave of absence from Harvard in order to join the FBI. At the close of the war, he stayed 


in the FBI, rather than return to Harvard. 


He served as an FBI Agent in all parts of the nation, handling all kinds of assignments. But for three and a 
half years, he worked exclusively on communist investigations in the industrial midwest. For two years following 
that, he was on FBI headquarters staff in Washington, as an Administrative Assistant to J. Edgar Hoover. 


After nine and a half years in the FBI, Smoot resigned to help start the Facts Forum movement in Dallas. As 
the radio and television commentator for Facts Forum, Smoot, for almost four years spoke to a national audience 


giving both sides of great controversial issues. 


In July, 1955, he resigned and started his own independent program, in order to give only one side — the 
side that uses fundamental American principles as a yardstick for measuring all important issues. 


If you believe that Dan Smoot is providing effective tools for those who want to think and talk and write on 
the side of freedom, you can help immensely by subscribing, and encouraging others to subscribe, to The Dan 


Smoot Report. 
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